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1. AGENDA

The draft agenda (in EN) was emailed to Members on 10 January 2014 and is in
the file for this meeting.

2. CHAIR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS

The Chairman draws attention to the following points:

LANGUAGES AVAILABLE

BG, CS, DA, DE, EL, EN, ES, FI, FR, HU, IT, LT, NL, PL, RO, SV

WEBSTREAMING

The CONT meeting is webstreamed on the Europarl web-site.
Please be aware that each time a speaker activates the microphone to make an
intervention, the camera will be automatically directed to the speaker.
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Rapporteur:
Inés Ayala Sender (S&D)

Administrator:
Mauro de Oliveira

Hearing of Klaus-Heiner
Lehne, candidate nominated
by the German authorities

Plenary vote:
February I 2014

3. APPOINTMENT OF A MEMBER OF THE COURT OF AUDITORS (KLAUS-
HEINERLEHNE-DE)

The mandate of the German Member of the Court of Auditors
expired on 31 December 2013. The Members of the Court of
Auditors shall be appointed for a term of six years. In
accordance with Article 286(2) of the TFEU the Council, after
consulting the European Parliament shall adopt the list of
Members drawn up in accordance with the proposals made
by each Member State.
The following candidate has been proposed by the German
Government: Klaus-Heiner Lehne.
Appointments to the ECA are submitted to Parliament's

plenary on the basis of a report from CONT, which takes into account, among
other circumstances, Article 286(1) of the TFEU: "the Members of the Court of
Auditors shall be chosen from among persons who belong or have belonged in
their respective States to external audit bodies or who are especially qualified for
this office. Their independence must be beyond doubt."
A. Procedure
According to Rule 108 (1) of Parliament's Rules of Procedure, "candidates
nominated as Members of the Court of Auditors shall be invited to make a
statement before the committee responsible and answer questions put by
members. The committee shall vote on each nomination separately by secret
ballot."
I. Questionnaires and statements
In preparation for the hearing, the candidate has been asked to answer the
questionnaire prepared by CONT. Following the Coordinators' suggestions, the
questions in the questionnaire were those used in the 2013 hearings.
The relevant Articles of the Treaty and the Rules of Procedure can be found HERE:
II. The hearing
The hearing will take place according to the timetable set out in the draft agenda.
The candidate will be invited to make an opening statement (5 minutes) and the
remainder of his hearing will be devoted to replies to questions from Members
(45 minutes).
III. Evaluation, votes and adoption of draft reports
Once the hearing has been completed, the committee will hold an evaluation of
the candidate and then proceed to vote. Evaluation, votes and adoption of draft
report will be in camera.
According to Rule 108, the committee shall vote by secret ballot. Members should
indicate for each candidate whether they give a favourable opinion, a negative
opinion or abstain.
In accordance with Rule 169 (4), between two and eight Members shall be chosen
by lot to count the votes cast. The discussion and vote in plenary is scheduled to
take place in the February session.
B. The reports
The format of opinions on candidates for membership of the Court of Auditors is
defined as follows1:

1 Parliament's resolution of 19 January 1995
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"a) each opinion shall be submitted in the form of a report to be adopted by
a simple majority; the report shall not contain recitals and shall merely state a
view on the appointment and
b) the report shall consist of an explanatory statement, which shall not be put to

the vote, citations summarising the circumstances of the referral to
Parliament, which shall likewise not be put to the vote, and an operative part
which may constitute only:

− a favourable opinion, or
− an unfavourable opinion
Reports should not contain any recitals to be put to the vote".
These strict rules on format adopted by Parliament do not allow any
amendments to be tabled to the draft report.
The draft report, including the candidate's CV and replies to the questionnaire (or
summary for candidates for reappointment) will be finalised according to the
outcome of the evaluation and the vote in committee (see above). The draft
report in EN was emailed to Members on 11 of December 2013. The report for
plenary will state that Parliament delivers either a favourable or a negative
opinion on the appointment of the candidate.

4. EVALUATION,VOTES AND ADOPTION OF DRAFT REPORT(IN CAMERA)

Rapporteur:
Paul Rübig (PPE)

Administrator:
Mauro de Oliveira

Exchange of views in the
presence of the Directors of
the invited Joint
Undertakings (Artemis,
ENIAC, IMI), and in the
presence of the Court of
Auditors’ representatives
Mark Crisp, Director, and
Bertrand Albugues, Head of
Unit

CONT Timetable:
Consideration of draft report
on ECA Special Reports:
18/02/2014
Deadline for amendments:
25/02/2014
Adoption in CONT:
18/03/2014
Plenary vote:
April II 2014

5. 2012DISCHARGE TO THEJOINTUNDERTAKINGS

In accordance with the Treaty of Lisbon the Union may set up
Joint Undertakings or any other structure necessary for the
efficient execution of Union research, technological
development and demonstration programmes (Article 187
TFEU (ex Article 171 TEC)).
There are now 7 Joint Undertakings, including 5 Joint
Technology Initiatives, a major new element of the EU's 7th
Research Framework Programme, subject to discharge.
The Rapporteur's proposal is that the discussion in CONT, at
this stage, should focus on three Joint Undertakings:

ARTEMIS, ENIAC and IMI. For this reason these Joint Undertakings were invited to
this meeting.
On the procedure:
First, the European Court of Auditors’ representative will be invited to present the
main findings on ARTEMIS, ENIAC and IMI. The Court of Auditors issued a qualified
opinion for the three Joint Undertakings, and Artemis will probably merge with
ENIAC forming the ECSEL.
The Directors of ARTEMIS, ENIAC and IMI will then be called on to give a brief
presentation, not exceeding 5 minutes, and answer questions from the
Rapporteur and other Members.
The Court of Auditors may be invited to answer questions where relevant.
The Court of Auditors' reports and other relevant information (including Annual
Activity Reports by the Joint Undertakings, Final financial statements etc.) can be
found on the CONT website.
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Rapporteur:
Karin Kadenbach (S&D)

Administrator:
Phillipe Godts

Exchange of views and
consideration of a working
document in presence of Mr
Edward Fennessy (ECA
Director)

Plenary vote:
April II 2014

6. SPECIAL REPORT NO 10/2013 (2012 DISCHARGE) - COMMON
AGRICULTURAL POLICY: IS THE SPECIFIC SUPPORT PROVIDED UNDER
ARTICLE68OFCOUNCILREGULATION(EC)NO 73/2009WELL DESIGNED
AND IMPLEMENTED?

When the Single Payment Scheme (SPS) was introduced in
2003, Member States were allowed to retain up to 10 % of
their national ceilings for ‘specific types of farming which are
important for the protection or enhancement of the
environment or for improving the quality and marketing of
agricultural products’. This specific support was later
extended by Article 68 of Regulation (EC) No 73/2009, which
increased the number of objectives for which aid could be
granted.
The audit of the European Court of Auditors focused on the

introduction of the support provided for in Article 68 and the way it was
implemented in 2010 and 2011 (management and control arrangements). In
order to address the main audit question of whether the support provided was
well designed and implemented, the audit addressed the following three sub-
questions:

(a) Is the implementation framework of specific support measures conceived in
such a way as to ensure consistency with the general orientation of Pillar I of
the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP)?

(b) Is there sufficient evidence that the measures introduced under Article 68
are necessary and relevant?

(c) Are these measures implemented in conjunction with a satisfactory control
system?

The Court found that the Member States had a large degree of discretion in
introducing direct coupled payments. As a result, the implementation of Article
68 provisions was not always fully aligned with the general principles of
decoupling and simplification now governing the Common Agricultural Policy.
The Court also found that there is insufficient evidence in the Member States that
the measures introduced under Article 68 are necessary or relevant and this in
terms of the need for them, the effectiveness of their design and the levels of aid
made available. Insufficient objectives and indicators will hinder the future
assessment of the measures.
Lastly, the Court pointed out weaknesses in the administrative and control
systems set up to ensure that existing measures were correctly implemented.
Such weaknesses were sometimes noted despite management and control
burdens that are already heavy, but might need to increase further if they are to
meet the requirements of the regulations.

The Rapporteur's conclusions will form part of the Commission's discharge report
for the financial year 2012. Amendments may be tabled in this context and the
deadline will be the same as the Commission's discharge: 26 February 2014.



- 5 -

7. COORDINATORS’MEETING

Meeting held in camera
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NEXT MEETINGS (BRUSSELS)

17 February 2014, 15.00 – 18.30

18 February 2014, 9.00 – 12.30

20 February 2014, 9.00 – 12.30
Contacts

Email of the CONT secretariat:
cont-secretariat@europarl.europa.eu

Follow us on Twitter

https://twitter.com/EP_BudgControl


